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It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a produet
containing less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted
for butter, a product which should not contain not less than 80 bercent of
milk fat as provided by the act of March 4, 1923,

On August 1, 1932, the North Idaho Co-operative Creamery, claimant, having

and Drugs Act and all other laws, and that it be brought into conformity with
the law under the supervision of thig department,

R. G. Tuewerr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20026. Adulteration of shell eggs. U.S. v. 5 Cases, et al.,, of Shell Eggs.
Decree of destruction entered. , (F. & D, No. 28558. Sample Nos,
11009-A,11010- .)

This action involved the shipment of quantities of shell eggs, which were
found to be in part decomposed.

On July 9, 1932, the United States attorney for the District of New J ersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Distriet Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 29 cases of shell eggs, remaining in the original unbroken pack-

state commerce, in part on or about April 14, 1931, and in part on or about
April 25, 1931, by the R. G. Mor_se Co., from Mason City, Iowa, to J ersey City.

eggs for destruction, Jjudgment wag entered by the court ordering that the
product be destroyed by the United States marshal,

R. G. TuewrLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20027. Adulteration and misbranding of potatoes. TU.S. v. 300 Sacks of
Potatoes. Produect released under bond to be relabeled. (F. & D,
No. 28655. Sample No. 13408-A.)

This case involved the shipment of g quantity of potatoes which were
labeled “ U. S. No. 1,” and Wh@ch were found to be below grade.

and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was
labeled in part: “100 Lbs. Net U. 8. No. 1 Grade,” .

It was alleged in the libel that the article wag adulterated in that Dotatoes
below the grade specified on the label had been substituted for the said
article, .

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement on the label
“U. 8. No. 1 Grade,” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article
was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article, .

On' August 15, 1932, the George Lafbury Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., appeared as
claimant, admitted the allegations of the Iibel, and filed a betition praying re-
lease of the product for relabeling, representing that the potatoes were the
Droperty of Arvil F. Holter, Mrs. N orma Dean, and Delbert Gaul, all of Chester,
Ohio, and that Detitioner wag acting as agent for the said parties. '

20028, Adulteration of cherries. U.S. v. 111 Baskets of Cherries. Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No.

28577. Sample No. 8447-A))
Arsenic in an amount that might have rendered the article injurious to
health was found on cherries taken from the shipment involved in this case,



